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SUMMARY 
 
This paper aims at establishing the frequency of rabies with different domestic and wild 
animal species part of the epizootic chain of the disease in Transylvania in 2001, 2002 and 2003. 
This frequency is expressed according to the registered within the whole country (Table1). 
The results with domestic animals were interpreted. Consequently in 2001 in Transylvania 
there were with cats 84.6% cases out of the whole number of cases on the country level, while 
with dogs but 28.9%. In 2002 and 2003 the percentage for the two species was close one to the 
other (55.5%: 54.55% respectively 82.3%: 91.6%). One should also consider the percentage with 
bovines in 2001. Its value of 37.5% is close to that with dogs (28.9%). The percentage with 
horses (75%) is also worth considering as it is high-ranged. Moreover in 2002 and 2003 rabies 
cases with horses are registered exclusively or almost exclusively in Transylvania. With sheep 
and goats the percentage is higher in 2002 and 2003 while with pigs in 2002. 
Viewing the wild animals we could conclude that in spite of the fact that all the rabies 
cases with wolf, or almost all, were registered within Transylvania in all the three years, wild 
animals play an essential past in spreading the disease. 
The large number of foxes and a high percentage of the disease with these within the three 
years (58.5% - 77.2%) talk in favor. 
The above mentioned with the wolf also works with the wild cat, the polecat and partly the 
badger, these animals being extremely dangerous according to the clinical type of the disease. 
Thus it is obvious that in Romania throughout the viewed years the animals that live in 
Transylvania were an important receiver of the rabic virus. 
 
Table 1. Rabies cases with animals from Transylvania compared to the cases in all Romania in 2001 - 2003 
 
Ro = Romania; T = Transylvania; %(Ro/T)  = percentage in Transylvania from all Romania; District analyzed from Transylvania: Alba, Arad, 
Bihor, BistriŃa – Năsăud, Braşov, Caraş Severin, Cluj, Covasna, Harghita, Hunedoara, Maramureş,  Mureş, Satu Mare, Sălaj, Sibiu, Timiş. In 
Arad and Maramureş Districts, disease wasn’t diagnosed. 
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Ro 45 13 16 4 5 5 88 237 2 1 2 0 1 1 0 0 244 332 
T 13 11 6 3 2 0 35 143 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 147 182 
20
01
 
%(Ro/T) 28.9 84.6 37.5 75.0 40.0 0 39.8 60.3 100 0 100 0 0 0 0 0 60.2 54.8 
Ro 18 11 5 3 1 2 40 65 2 1 5 1 0 0 0 0 74 114 
T 10 6 1 2 1 2 22 38 1 1 2 1 0 0 0 0 43 65 
20
02
 
%(Ro/T) 55.5 54.5 20.0 66.7 100 100 55.0 58.5 50.0 100 40.0 100 0 0 0 0 58.1 57.0 
Ro 17 12 12 1 5 0 47 79 3 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 86 133 
T 14 11 8 1 4 0 38 61 3 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 67 105 
20
03
 
%(Ro/T) 82.3 91.7 66.7 100 80.0 0 80.8 77.2 100 100 0 100 0 0 0 100 77.9 78.9 
